CHARACTERISTICS OF RESTITUTION PROGRAMS
Program Goals
Restitution and community service programs may have as their pri purpose benefit for the offender (including reduction in recidivism system intrusiveness), benefit to the victim or community (including tim compensation and public satisfaction with the criminal ji system), or benefit to the criminal justice system (including alleviati< agency problems and reduction of costs). In addition, offender-foe programs may lean toward being social service oriented or punish oriented (Institute for Policy Analysis 1978). Although these overlap, they present conflicting programmatic alternatives, since may be best for the offender may not be best for the victim or most co fective for the criminal justice system.
Edelherz et al. (1975) observed that most programs appear to phasize benefits for the offender rather than for the victim. Schneic al. (1977) found almost 75 percent of their respondents claimed that goals were equally important, which may lead to ambiguity with resp< program priorities.
Timing of Restitution Programs: Placement in the Criminal Justice System
Restitution programs operate at all stages in criminal justice proces Some operate prior to adjudication as components of the diversion pr administered by police or probation departments. More often, a re: tion order follows a finding of guilt, usually as a condition of prob (Chesney 1977, Hudson and Galaway (no date), Schneider et al. 1 Restitution may also be ordered as an addition to incarceration or as of a work release agreement (e.g., Restitution Shelters in Georgia) 01 condition of parole following incarceration (e.g., the Minnesota Re: tion Center). Currently, there are parole programs for adults but nor juveniles (Chesney 1977).
Types of Restitution
Most restitution sentences involve financial payments made to direc tims. Direct service to victims is rare, but community service sentence gaming in use. In his study of Minnesota counties, Chesney (1977) f that only 4 percent of restitution sentences involved community se and 2 percent required the provision of services directly to the victins are governments, isinesses, or other organizations. Offenders ordered to make financial stitution to a corporate victim or an interested third party such as an in-irance company may regard themselves as victims and the state as a col-ction agency for big-business interests, which is likely to undermine the conciliative or rehabilitative effect of the sentence. No data are now Bailable with respect to this issue.hough a much smaller pr< tion have developed special restitution programs that use it as an iteers, redu eliminates stigmatization while providing a work experience and t portunity to acquire skills that may meet the economic needs of so: fenders. But can these conditions be met by restitution pro Holmes & Meier.iffs, N.J.: Prentice-Hall.
